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Oak Creek Energy Systems, Inc. ("Oak Creek") hereby submits its written 
comments on the July 2007 Committee Draft Report entitled "California Guidelines for 
Reducing Impacts to Birds and Bats from Wind Energy Development" ("Committee 
Draft"or "Guidelines"). Oak Creek appreciates the opportunity to participate and 
provide comments during the further development of the Committee Draft. 

I. 	 General Comments 

A. 	 Oak Creek Hereby Endorses CalWEA's Written Comments on the 
Committee Draft 

B. 	 The Guidelines Would Not Ensure Reduced Impacts to Birds and 
Bats from W i d  Energy Development 

The Committee Draft essentially prescribes the same bird and bat studies for 
every prospective wind energy site in California and do not account for differences 
amongst varying project parameters and project site ecosystems. For example, the 
Committee Draft would require bird use counts ("BUCs") to be conducted every week 
for three years at most sites, one year pre-construction and two years of post- 
construction, and bat acoustical monitoring studies at every site, continually for three 
years. 

Oak Creek is opposed to these requirements because such uniform, across the 
board studies are tantamount to state-mandated research projects. Bird use can be more 
effectively characterized through intensive seasonal sampling; bat acoustical monitoring 
has not been scientifically shown to accurately estimate collision risk or impacts; and 
post-construction bat monitoring can be conducted more effectively using carcass 
searches. 



In order to help the wind industry comply with state and federal laws, in particular 
the California Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA"), the Guidelines should focus on the 
information that is needed to determine significant impacts specific to each proposed 
project site and the information that is required for a project's Environmental Impact 
Report so that the lead agency can make its determination under CEQA as to whether a 
project should be approved. The Guidelines do not currently acknowledge the processes 
and study methods that reflect the local conditions and that have already been established 
by lead agencies. 

Perhaps the Guidelines should be tested through a pilot study program before their 
adoption. 

C. Guidelines Would Hinder W i d  Energy Development in the State of 
California By Significantly Raising Permitting Costs and Delaying the 
Permitting Process 

The requirements discussed above for BUCs and bat monitoring will significantly 
raise the cost of permitting wind energy facilities in California. In addition to increased 
costs, the Guidelines would delay the permitting process because they require approval 
by the California Department of Fish and Game ("CDFG) on bird and bat study 
methods. Historically, the CDFG has been understaffed. Increased permitting costs that 
would not necessarily reduce impacts and potential permitting delays would not 
encourage the development of wind energy in California. There is no discussion in the 
Guidelines of the fact that CDFG should have to stick to the CEQA timelines mandated 
by state law for permitting. 

For example, weekly BUCs are overly burdensome and cost prohibitive and do 
not produce any statistically adequate data. BUCs do not need to be done on a weekly 
basis. Oak Creek has found that conducting BUCs on a seasonal basis, during breeding 
seasons and migrations produces better data at a much lower cost. Oak Creek's current 
practice of conducting seasonal studies has been developed in conjunction with the lead 
agency and local Audubon groups. The cost of conducting weekly studies on a 13 acre 
project (- 500 MW) will exceed $1 00,000.00, while the cost of seasonal studies is 
approximately $38,000.00. 

The cost of bat surveys currently outlined in the Guidelines is approximately 
%500,000.00 per year, not including the cost of equipment. The cost of bat acoustical 
monitoring equipment needed to meet the Guidelines on a 13 acre project (- 500 MW) is 
approximately $74,000.00, which does not include the cost of installing additional met 
tower or poles tall enough to utilize the equipment at the monitoring heights suggested by 
the Guidelines. The cost of one year of bat acoustical monitoring studies on a 13 acre 
project site (- 500 MW) could easily reach $750,000.00. 

D. Certain Wind Energy Projects Should Be Eligible for Streamlined 
Environmental Review Under the Guidelines 
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